
CALIFOIU1IA REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 81-28

ENFORCEHENT ORDER FOR ISSUANCE OF A TIME SCHEDULE

DnmCTING GENERAL ELECTRIC Cm1PANY, VALLECITOS NUCLEAR CENTER,
TO COMPLY \HTH REQUIREHENTS PRESCRIBED BY THE CALIFORNIA
REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION,
IN ORDER NO. 80-28 (NPDES PllR!1IT NO. CA0006246) AS AHENDlJD BY
ORDER i31-27

The California Regional Hater Quality Control Board , San. Francisco Bay Regi.on~

(hereinafter Board) finds that:

.1.. The Board adopted Order No .. 8.1- 27 on Nay 20, 1981) reissuing and
amend Lug was t e discharge r equLr emen t s adopted in Order No .. 80-28
for the General Electric Company (GE) , Vallecitos Nuclear Center
(VNC), hereinafter discharger. Order No. 80-28 prohibits the
direct d Ls charge of wae t ewa t e r to Alameda Creek or its tributaries
during the portion of the year when no natural f10\>7 0(:(:U1'8 in
Alameda Creek above Niles. This di.scharge prohibi.tIon implements
the Board es adopted h'at(~r Quality Control Plan for the San F'r anc isco
Bay Bas Ln , The prohibition contained in Order No .. 80-28 ha s not
yet been met ..

2. The d Lscharger ' 8 was t.ewa t.e r c ons Ls ts of cooLLng water w'l t h some
laboratory rinse wa t e r , The was t;c contains no sanitary sewage ,

3.. Discharger has subm i.t t od data that the quality of the t'Jastc\'J<Jter 9

with respect to TDS (Total Dissolved SolIds), ch.Io r Lde s , stable
organics, and heavy metals, is better than that of typical surface
Haters found in the a r ea and "lith minor exceptions better than
South Bay Aqueduct wat(~r" Disc.harger has consLs t.en tLy met the
effluent limits of: ex i.s tLng stringent Board r equLremerrt s adopted
to protect the benefici.al uses of: Alameda Cr-eek and its tributaries"

Discharger has also submitted an adequate contingency plan to con­
tain spillS$> and a report indicating that positive net environmental
benefits exist from the continued d Lschang c during dry ,veather o The
cont J.nued discharge han been concur-r-ed in by the Statc,,: Department of
Fish S Cameo

L} 0 'I'he prohibition cited in Finding .1. above does not include provisions
for exceptions" It is the Boardfs intent to consider inclusion of
such exceptions when the Basin Plan is amended (app r oxima t e Ly
July 1982), "here discharges would not threaten to cause a buildup
of dissolved solids, stable organics, or other pollutants in ground
vlaters of the Niles Cone"

This Board finds, therefore, that wh.iI.e year-around discharge of
industrial was tewa t e r by the di.sc.harger is cont.rary to the current
BasLn Plan prohibition cited in Finding 1 above, it could be
acceptable from a wa t e r qual.ity protection s t andpo Ln t , and it may
not violate the intent of the Basin Plan~ if strict effluent
limits, prescribed by this Board, are met"
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